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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

The "Amendment" filed on March 14, 2006 has been considered. 

Applicant's remark by virtue of amendment to claim 53 has overcome the 
Examiner's Claim Objection. 

Applicants are respectfully requested to cancel claims 1-47 in response to the 
Office Action. 

Claims 48-49, 52-54, 57-60, 63-65, 68-71 are amended. New claims 72-73 are 
added. Claims 48-73 remain pending in this application and an action on the merits 
follows. 

Claim Objections 

Claim 73 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

"The computer program product of claim 70" should be -- The computer program 

product of claim 71-. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 48, 50, 52-53, 59, 61, 63-64, 70 and 72 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 

103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6,049,781 to Forrest et al. in 

view of U.S. Patent No 5,414,621 to Hough. 
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Regarding claims 48, 52, 59, 63 and 70, Forrest discloses a method of evaluating 
brokers or agents using a set of real estate database, the real estate databases 
comprising information and data relating to real estate listings and sales, the method 
comprising the steps of: defining a set of search criteria (col. 15, lines 51-58; col. 18, 
lines 27-37); accessing the set of real estate databases and obtaining therefrom as a 
function of the search criteria, a set of listing information for a set of properties (col. 15, 
line 66 - col. 16, line 13; col. 17, line 62- col. 18, line 5; col. 19, lines 30-53, Figure 17); 
rating one or more of the listing brokers or agents based on at least one of sale price or 
list price (col. 19, lines 40-53, Figure 17). Forrest further discloses calculating a percent 
or ratio of sale price (col. 17, lines 65 - col. 18, line 5; col. 19, lines 40-53, Figure 17) 
(claims 52 and 63). 

Forrest does not explicitly disclose means for performing for each property a 
retrospective market analysis that provides a retrospective market value of the property 
on the list date. Forrest discloses a system which comprises an appraisal information 
selection point and broker market analysis selection point so that a relocation 
coordinator may view and update appraisal information from appraisal table and broker 
market analysis information from broker table (col. 17, lines 61-64). The Relocation 
tracking program processes appraisal information and broker market analysis 
information to generate a spread which by be viewed by relocation coordinator (col. 17, 
line 65 - col. 18, line 1). The spread includes an average appraisal amount and 
average percentage spread between the appraisal amounts (col. 18, lines 1-3). The 
spread also includes a display of the broker market analysis information (col. 18, lines 
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3-5). The relocation tracking program provides additional processing by generating 
various values based on the information provided from the tables of home selling table 
(col. 18, lines 10-14). The home selling table 50 that includes real estate broker/agent 
listing information, market analysis information, appraiser information and spread 
summary analysis information (col. 10, lines 3-9). Hough, on the other hand, teaches 
means for performing for each property a retrospective market analysis that provides a 
retrospective market value of the property on the list date (col. 2, lines 28-39; col. 4, 
lines 31 -col. 5, line 20; col. 7, lines 13-27). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to modify the method, system, and computer program product of 
Forrest, to include means for performing for each property a retrospective market 
analysis that provides a retrospective market value of the property on the list date, as 
taught by Hough, in order to provide an accurate value of real estate (Hough, col. 1, 
lines 25-26). 

Regarding claims 50, 53, 61, 64, and 72, Forrest discloses specification-defining 
properties of interest (col. 15, lines 55-58); and determining the rating as a further 
function of a time on market (col. 19, lines 40-46, Figure 17). 

Claims 49, 51, 60, and 62 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6,049,781 to Forrest et al. in and U.S. Patent No. 
5,414,621 to Hough, as applied to claims 48 and 59 view of the article 
"HomeRoute Launches Agent Track; Only Web Site to Rank Real Estate Agents" 
(HomeRoute). 
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Regarding claims 49, 51, 60, and 62, Forrest and Hough substantially discloses 
the claimed invention, however, the combination does not explicitly disclose ranking the 
one or more listing agents or brokers as a function of the rating of each of the listing 
agents or brokers and a list of candidate listing of brokers or agents. The combination 
discloses rating brokers based on information such as sales price of homes handles by 
a broker and a broker's estimated sales price (Forrest, col. 19, lines 47-51). 
Furthermore, the combination discloses listing information of real estate broker/agent 
(Forrest col. 16, lines 2-7). 

On the other hand, the article HomeRoute, teaches the ranking of the listing 
agents or brokers and a list of candidate listing of brokers or agents (whole article). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to modify the combination, to include the ranking of 
listing brokers or agents and the listing of candidates, as taught by the article, in order to 
maximize effectiveness and service for the consumer (the article HomeRoute, 
paragraphs 5-7) and making informed choices about real estate professionals (the 
article HomeRoute, paragraph 1 1 ). 

Claims 54-58, 65-69, 71 and 73 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6,049,781 to Forrest et al. in view of U.S. Patent 
No. 5,414,621 to Hough and further view of the article "HomeRoute Launches 
Agent Track; Only Web Site to Rank Real Estate Agents" (HomeRoute). 

Regarding claims 54, 56, 57, 58, 65, 67-69, 71 , and 73, Forrest discloses a 
method of evaluating brokers or agents using a set of real estate database, the real 
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estate databases comprising information and data relating to real estate listings and 
sales, the method comprising the steps of: defining a set of search criteria (col. 15, lines 
51-58; col. 18, lines 27-37); accessing the set of real estate databases and obtaining 
therefrom as a function of the search criteria, a set of listing information for a set of 
properties (col. 15, line 66 - col. 16, line 13; col. 17, line 62- col. 18, line 5; col. 19, lines 
30-53, Figure 17). Forrest further discloses calculating a percent or ratio of sale price 
(claims 57, 68) (col. 17, lines 65 - col. 18, line 5; col. 19, lines 40-53, Figure 17) and a 
further function of time on market (col. 19, lines 40-46; Figure 17) (claims 58, 69, 73). 

Forrest does not explicitly disclose means for performing for each property a 
retrospective market analysis that provides a retrospective market value of the property 
on the list date. Forrest discloses a system which comprises an appraisal information 
selection point and broker market analysis selection point so that a relocation 
coordinator may view and update appraisal information from appraisal table and broker 
market analysis information from broker table (col. 17, lines 61-64). The Relocation 
tracking program processes appraisal information and broker market analysis 
information to generate a spread which by be viewed by relocation coordinator (col. 17, 
line 65 - col. 18, line 1). The spread includes an average appraisal amount and 
average percentage spread between the appraisal amounts (col. 18, lines 1-3). The 
spread also includes a display of the broker market analysis information (col. 18, lines 
3-5). The relocation tracking program provides additional processing by generating 
various values based on the information provided from the tables of home selling table 
(col. 18, lines 10-14). The home selling table 50 that includes real estate broker/agent 
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listing information, market analysis information, appraiser information and spread 
summary analysis information (col. 10, lines 3-9). 

Hough, on the other hand, teaches means for performing for each property a 
retrospective market analysis that provides a retrospective market value of the property 
on the list date (col. 2, lines 28-39; col. 4, lines 31-col. 5, line 20; col. 7, lines 13-27). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to modify the method, system, and computer program product of 
Forrest, to include means for performing for each property a retrospective market 
analysis that provides a retrospective market value of the property on the list date, as 
taught by Hough, in order to provide an accurate value of real estate (Hough, col. 1, 
lines 25-26). 

Furthermore, the Forrest and Hough do not explicitly disclose ranking the one or 
more listing agents or brokers as a function of the rating of each of the listing agents or 
brokers and a list of candidate listing of brokers or agents. The combination discloses 
rating brokers based on information such as sales price of homes handles by a broker 
and a broker's estimated sales price (Forrest, col. 19, lines 47-51). Furthermore, the 
combination discloses listing information of real estate broker/agent (Forrest col. 16, 
lines 2-7). 

On the other hand, the article HomeRoute, teaches the ranking of the listing 
agents or brokers and a list of candidate listing of brokers or agents (whole article). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to modify the combination, to include the ranking of 
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listing brokers or agents and the listing of candidates, as taught by the article, in order to 
maximize effectiveness and service for the consumer (the article HomeRoute, 
paragraphs 5-7) and making informed choices about real estate professionals (the 
article HomeRoute, paragraph 11). 

Regarding claims 55 and 66, Forrest discloses specification defining properties of 
interest (col. 15, lines 55-58). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 48-73 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Marissa Thein whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6764. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Alex Kalinowski can be reached on 571-272-6771 . The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Mtot 

May 25, 2006 




vc 3. MGWLUSTER 
•4MRY BANNER 



